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Meeting Report


It was agreed that any L 20 meeting in the current context would have to address terrorism.  The L 20 should be forward-looking, especially as regards Iraq.  There was considerable dissatisfaction with US foreign policy, both as regards its uncritical support for Israel and its condoning of authoritarian allies, but an equal recognition that any hint of isolating the US would be counterproductive. “The War on Terrorism” seemed to many an infelicitous term for several reasons although most accepted that even progressively abandoning it would prove difficult.  There was general agreement that Islam was not inherently the problem, that Arab jihadis were the problem but that focusing on Al Qaeda, albeit a priority, to the exclusion of other terrorist groups was unlikely to attract support.  Few endorsed the US view of democracy as a silver bullet.  All accepted the proposition that the focus of an L 20 on terrorism would have to be broad enough to include issues of interest to developing countries.  The context of an autumn L20 meeting, which would include the UN summit on UN reform, would require an L 20 to support UN reform efforts, including as a way to deal with indispensable human rights and capacity building issues that would prove controversial in an L20 format. 


There was considerable, albeit not unanimous, agreement on the following points which, taken together, provide the basis for a successful L-20 meeting on terrorism. 
A. Declaratory

· Preventing nuclear terrorism, by far the gravest prospective danger, is an absolute priority

· Terrorism is never justified 

· A clash of civilizations is not inevitable and must be avoided.
· Combating terrorism requires disaggregating groups and objectives and tailoring responses accordingly
· Defeating Al Qaeda, a major global manifestation of Arab jihadist  extremism, is a priority but is not, in itself, sufficient to meet the threats all face
· Enhanced defensive efforts at home are a necessary complement to increased offensive efforts abroad.

· Economically developed countries should assist others to develop counter-terrorism capacity 
· Sacrificing human rights to fight terrorists is self-defeating strategically and wrong morally

· Promoting economic development and good governance is a security goal
· Remedying root causes, notably by implementing the Millennium Development Goals, is a necessary complement to counter-terrorist action
· Foreign policy double standards fuel terrorism

B. Action 
L-20 members agree to:

· appoint personal representatives to lead respective national efforts to prevent nuclear terrorism and to liaise with L20 counterparts to promote international cooperation

· establish a network of homeland security ministers to enhance effectiveness in safeguarding strategic national systems

· promote “dual benefit” initiatives to 
· enhance the capacity of national and international medical and health systems to respond effectively to potential outbreaks of communicable diseases and to bio-terrorism.
· improve national and international transportation security, both to enhance customs inspection capability and to safeguard goods transport

· appoint senior intelligence officials to cooperate on intelligence matters, notably in exchanging assessments of common threats and emerging dangers

· endorse the UN High Level Panel definition of terrorism

· support UN reform, particularly as regards terrorism prevention, counter-terrorism capacity-building and human rights protections
· resolve the Palestinian-Israeli issue, the source of much animosity

